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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action responds to the Amendment filed on 1/12/2007. Claims 1-30 
are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections Ounder this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-6, 8, 9-14, 16, 17-22, 24, and 25-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Turpln et al, (US Patent No. 6,144,992) 
hereinafter Turpin. 

As per Claim 1, Turpin discloses a method comprising: receiving software at one 
or more remote computer systems (See Turpin Abstract; Lines 5-13, Also see Col 7; 
Lines 12-19); And 

Receiving instructions for installing the software at the one or more remote 
computer systems (See Turpin Col 3&4; Lines 65-67: 1-7), Wherein 

The instructions for installing the software comprise one or more messages in a 
portable format (See Turpin Col 5; Lines 22-25, " Packet of data received. . ."). Wherein 
"Packet of data" is the "portable format' as claimed. 
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Translating the instructions for installing the software from the portable format to 
an executable format at each of the one or more remote computer systems (See Turpin 
Abstract; Lines 5-15, and Also See Turpin Col 5; Lines 19-25, "Processed the 
data, .data is to be processed 1 ) Wherein "Processed the data" is "translating the 
instructions", Thereby 

Generating executable instructions; and executing the executable instructions to 
install the software at each of the one or more remote computer systems (See Turpin 
Abstract; Lines 16-19 and Also Col 9; Lines 30-40). 

As per Claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Turpin discloses that the 
instructions are sent and received using peer-to-peer message passing between a first 
computer system, the one or more remote computer systems, and one or more 
intermediary computer systems (See Turpin Col 3&4; Lines 65-67: 1-7, Also see Col 7; 
lines 12-29, "Data. ..from any computet", Also see Abstract; lines 8-13, "transfer data 
... first system over computer network; Also see Col 7 & Fig 2; Lines 5-9 Transferring 
data to and from the network server and from and to individual computers on network). 
Wherein "Data" is a "message". Wherein "network server" mentioned is the 
"intermediate computer" claimed. 

As per Claim 3, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Claim 3 is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 2 and further Turpin 
discloses that software are sent and received (See Turpin Col 1, lines 10-14). 
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As per Claim 4, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Turpin discloses 
receiving user input to record the instructions for installing the software (See Turpin Col 
3&4; lines 65-67: lines 1-7, "upon user command ). Wherein "upon user command' 
is the "receiving user input to record the instructions". 

As per claim 5, the rejection of claim 4 is incorporated. Claim 5 is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 4. 

As per claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Turpin discloses the 
receiving of user input to select the one or more remote computer systems from a 
plurality of available computer systems (See Turpin Col 7, lines 19-25, " transferring to 
one or all of slave computers") Wherein "transferring to one or all of slave 
computers" is the "receiving of user input to select one or more remote computer 
systems" as claimed. 

As per claim 8, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Turpin discloses that the 
instructions are received through a distributed computing infrastructure. (See Col 3-4: 
lines 66-67; lines 1-3, "Over a network ). Wherein " Over a network* is a "distributed 
computing infrastructure" as claimed. 
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Claims 9-14, and 16 are computer-accessible memory medium claims 
corresponding to the method claim 1-6, and 8 respectively and are rejected under the 
same reason as set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 1-6, and 8 respectively 
and further Turpin discloses that the program instructions are computer-executable 
(See Turpin Col 5, lines 22-25 , "processed data received"). Wherein "processed data 
received' is the "computer-executable instruction". 

Claim 17 is a system claim corresponding to the method of claim 1 and rejected 
under the same reason as set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 1 and further 
Turpin discloses a computer comprising of a CPU and memory (See Turpin Col 6; Lines 
38-45, See Figure 1 ). Turpin also discloses first computer system and one or more 
remote computer systems are communicatively coupled via a network. (See Turpin Fig. 
2). 

As per claim 18, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Claim 18 is a system 
claim corresponding to the method of claim 2 and rejected under the same reason as 
set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 2. 

As per claim 19, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Claim 19 is a system 
claim corresponding to the method of claim 3 and rejected under the same reason as 
set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 3. 
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As per claim 20, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Claim 20 is a system 
claim corresponding to the method of claim 4 and rejected under the same reason as 
set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 4. 

As per claim 21, the rejection of claim 20 is incorporated. Claim 21 is a system 
claim corresponding to the method of claim 5 and rejected under the same reason as 
set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 5. 

As per claim 22, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Claim 22 is a system 
claim corresponding to the method of claim 6 and rejected under the same reason as 
set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 6. 

As per claim 24, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Claim 24 is a system 
claim corresponding to the method of claim 8 and rejected under the same reason as 
set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 8. 

As per claim 25 and 26, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Turpin discloses 
that the instructions (Software) are sent and received using peer-to-peer message 
passing between a first computer system and the one or more remote computer 
systems (See Turpin Col 7; Lines; 3-29). 
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As per claims 27 and 28, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated. Claims 27 and 
28 is a computer-accessible memory medium claim corresponding to the method of 
claims 25 and 26 and are rejected under the same reason as set forth in connection of 
the rejection of claims 25 and 26. 

As per claim 29 and 30, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Claims 29 and 
30 are system claim corresponding to the method of claims 25 and 26 and are rejected 
under the same reason as set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 25 and 26. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7, 15, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Turpin, (US Patent No. 6,144,992) hereinafter Turpin, in view of Vigue et al, (US 
Patent No. 6,983,326) hereinafter Vigue. 

As per claim 7, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Turpin did not disclose 
that the portable format comprises XML, and wherein the messages comprise XML 
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messages. However, Vigue in an analogous art discloses the teaching of utilizing XML 
in messages (See Vigue Col 8; Lines 14-19, "packet format... XML format ). Wherein 
"packet format is "a message" as claimed. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention was made to incorporate the 
teaching of Turpin into the method of Vigue. The modification would have been obvious 
because one of the ordinary skill in the art would want to be able to utilize the messages 
format to provide the mark-up of sections in the message. This would allow for the 
flexibility in the displaying and presentation of data. 

As per Claim 15, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated. Claim 15 is a 
computer-accessible memory medium claim corresponding to the method of claim 7 
and rejected under the same reason as set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 7 

As per Claim 23, the rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Claim 23 is a system 
claim corresponding to the method of claim 7 and rejected under the same reason as 
set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 7. 

Response to Argument 

6. Applicant's argument filed on 1 /1 2/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that: "Turpin fails to teach or suggest a method 
comprising "translating the instructions for installing the software from the portable 
format to an executable format at each of the one or more remote computer systems, 
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thereby generating executable instructions". As previously indicated in the rejection of 
Claim 1, Turpin discloses that it processed the packet of data received (See Turpin; Col 
5; Lines 21-22), the packages received information regarding to how the data is used for 
when processing it (See Turpin; Lines 23-25). Furthermore, Turpin discloses that the 
invention is toward a method of installing executable software, and simultaneously 
install new system software on many computers (See Abstract). The processing of the 
packet in Turpin is the "translating the instructions for installing the software from the 
portable format to an executable format at each of the one or more remote computer 
systems, thereby generating executable instructions" in the claim. It take the packet it 
received (which contain information about what the data is and how to process it), and 
process it. Applicant also argue that Turpin does not disclose "wherein the instructions 
are sent and received using peer-to-peer message passing between a first computer 
system, the one or more remote computer systems, and one or more intermediary 
computer systems ". Turpin discloses that the invention operate in peer-to-peer mode 
(See Turpin; Col 4; lines 15-20), and the transfer of data to and from a network server, 
to and from any individual computers on the network (See Turpin; Col 7; Lines 3-29). 
Turpin discloses different type of network included LAN, and WAN (See Col 6; Lines 51- 
53). If a data file is sent from a site in United State to a computer in Europe utilizing a 
network (WAN), the file is traveling through an intermediate computer system before it 
reach the destination Europe. As indicated in the rejection of Claim 2, the "Network" is 
the intermediary computer system. Under the broadest reasonable interpretation of the 
claim language, the rejections are maintained as above indicated. 
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The 101 and 112 rejection and the objection to the specification are withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nha Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-270-1405. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 6:00 PM EST. (Every other Friday 
OFF). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Chiang can be reached on 571-272-7483. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Nha Nguyen 



